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Irders and Notifica ons issued by Centra! Authorities (other than 
Administrations of Union Territories) 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 27th December, 1983 

O.N. 7.—In pursuance of section 116C of the Repre¬ 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951). the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of India dated 5th December, 1983 it, Civil Appeal 
No. '44 (NCE) of 1981 filed against the Order dated 23rd 
December, 1980 of the High Court of Judicature at Madras 
in Fiction Petition No. I of 1980. 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OE INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 
CIVIL APPEAL NO. 544 OF 1981 


• r . - VJL “Wt twauuuuviu, ri. L/evil- 

rajan for the reserved seat, apparently considered him as a 

h m m to er the uJ% b li Ule t CaSteS ‘ vo,ed fo ' him and elected 
Jw ?i, lh , k Sabha - h ,y a convincing majority of nearly 
sixty thousand votes at the election held in January 1980 

her of* thf/ol *1 C %as ,n a“g * 

ber of the L 0/ c Sabha having been elected from the s-me 

reserved constituency at the previous general election a'lTo 
F nt ^ A Cn h C i ° f thc P eopIe was not sufficient for the appel- 

utSoso S‘Td lo^t th iect i re f L76 i 40 votcs in ^ ^u- 

of’an Election Trih^fn. b ele f KJI1 ' He wanted the verdict 
an Ltection fnbunal on the question whether the -ex 

5£« r * Ctarislmn an,I ,i” S £l 

Ska SS£S? ’*• 


S. Anbalagan 


Appellant. 


versus 

B. Devarajan <k Qrs. 

JUDGMENT 

CHINNAPPA REDDY. J. 


Respondents. 


CottScrreS rrUSdT, 


the finding"‘of ^“Eleetion^Tribunal 6 tha?^? 14 ’ ' anva f ed 
was a Hindu Adi Dravida and rW f f (he re spondem 
Scheduled Castes. He argued that^h^n®’ ^ racmber of the 
of tic respondent were fhown to h?FEW and the sisters 
pendent though obviouslv a Christ ™ nstl ® n s and the rev- 
to be a memberof the 'schedule TJ™?* P reten( lm i; 
gaining some advanta^ He intiw t6S f ° r lhe pur POSe of 

Baptismal certificate and cert fin o W T attenti °" to th ? 

that the Respondent was born , rhri«, d ' 0curne “‘s an ‘» urged 
way he could acquire a caste ™dh and lhere wa * no 
on conversion to Hinduism, become an Adi Dravida 
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in ordei <o propctly appreciate the questions involved, it 
is necessary first to understand the legal position in regard 
to L aste-stflLis on conversion or reconversion to Hinduism. 

In AdminiMiutoi-Ueuci.il of Madras v, Aimndtichmi & 
Others! n learned single Judge of the Madias High Court 
held that the conversion of a Hindu Brahntin to Chimtianity 
icndcred hint, according to Hindu Law, au out caste and 
degt tided It was also obseived that the degradation nr'ght 
lie'atoned for and the convert icadmltted to his status as a 
Brahmin, it he at any time during his life renounced Chris¬ 
tianity and performed the rites of expiation enjoined by bis 
caste. 

in Muthusami Mudaliar & Anr. v, Masilamani & Others' 
Sanhiirun Nair, J, explained at length the process of forma¬ 
tion of castes and also painted out how simple the matter of 
reconsersien to Hinduism was when a Hindu changed his 
leligion and later reverted bach to Hinduism. 

Jn Gutusami Nadar v. Irulappa KonarA Varudachariar, J, 
explained the obsci rations made in certain cases by Ananta 
Krishna Iyer, J. about the necessity of expiatory ceremonies 
for teconversion to Hinduism and pointed out that in those 
eases, the alleged l cconv ersion was into the Brahmin com¬ 
munity of Hindus and it was possible to suggest that Certain 
verdic rites would have been adopted m such cases, Expiatory 
ceremonies, it was further pointed out, would be necessary 
if such was the practice of the community and not otherwise. 
One had, therefore, only to look to the sense of the com¬ 
munity and no more, fit Ramayya v. Mrs. Josephine Eliza¬ 
beth i Venkatasubbu Rao, OCJ and Venkataramana Rao, J. 
approved the observations of Varadachariar. J. and thought 
it unnecessaiy to pursue the matter further. Mocked and 
Krislutaswami Ayyangar, JJ. in Goona Dttrgupr.tsad Rao v. 
Sudarsniiaswami 0 observed that a convert from the flaliji caste 
to Christianity, on teconversion went back into the fold 
of the Baliji community and where there was no evidence 
about the necessity lor expiatory ceremonies, it was hardly 
right for the court to erect a barrier which the autonomy ol 
the caste did not require, simply because, in some othe 
caste or in some other community expiatory ceremonies v crc 
thought necessary, 

Jn Rnjagopnl Armugam and Others^, the appellant was 
elected from a constituency reserved for members of the 
Scheduled Castes and the election was questioned on the 
ground that he was not a Hindu but a Christian and that he 
was not qualified to be elected from a constituency reserved 
for the Scheduled Castes The court found that the appclbni 
bad become a Christian in W49 and that from about 1967 
onwards he certainly started professing the Hindu relig'on. 
The court however, held that the appellant had lost his Adi 
Dtavida Hindu caste on embracing Christianity and, on the 
evidence before the court, it was not possible to hold that 
he had regained his caste on reconversion to Hinduism The 
general question whether membership of a caste could be 
acquired by conversion or reconversion to Hinduism was 
not decided in the case. 

Rajagopal, who succeeded at the election held in 1967. 
but whose cleelion was set aside on the ground that he was 
a Christian and not a member of the Scheduled Castes and 
Armugam who lost the election in 1967 but successfully 
challenged the election of Rajagopal by way of an election 
petition (vide Rajagopal v. ArmuganU icferrcd to in the 
previous paragraph) were again contestants at the election 
held m 1972 Irom the mme constituency reserved for mcm- 
heis of the Scheduled Castes. Rajagopal was again successful 
in the election, flis election was once more impeached by 
At it mug, mi. But (his time Rajagopal fared better. His election 
Was upheld first by the High Court and then by the Supreme 
Court: [1976(3)S,C.R. 82], The Supreme Court held that the 
question whcthei Rajagopal embraced Christianity in 1940 


and whether he was reconvcited to Hinduism was concluded 
by the earlier decision of the court The View of the High 
Couil in the immediate ease before them that on tecon- 
veision to Hinduism, he could revert to his original caste if 
he was accepted as such by the other members of the caste 
was accepted as cot reel. On the evidence, it was found that 
after recomeision to Hinduism he was teeognised and ae 
cepted as a member of the Adi Dravida Hindu caste by the 
other members of the community. The court consisting of 
f hundraehud, J las he then was), Bhagwati and Sarkariu. 
JJ, noticed that it was not au inltequcnt^phenomcnon in 
South India for a person to continue to tie regarded a* 
belonging to his original caste even after conversion to 
Christianity. The decisions of the High Court of \ndhra 
Pradesh in Kolhapalli Narasayya v, Jammana Jogi and K. 
Narasimha Reddy v. G. Bhupatti were noticed, It was then 
observed : 

“It cannot, therefore, be laid down as an absolute rule 
uniformly applicable in all eases that whenever a 
member of a caste is converted from Hinduism to 
Christianity, he loses his membership of the caste. 
It is true that ordinarily that -on conversion to 
Christianity, he would cease to be a member of the 
caste, but that is not an invariable rule. It would 
depend on the structuic of the caste and its rules 
and icgulutions, There are castes, particularly in 
South India, where the consequence does not follow 
on conversion since such castes comprise from 
Hindus and Christians," 

The learned Judges then proceeded to considei the question 
whether Rajagopal could once again become a mem he i <4 
Adi Dravida caste even if it was assumed that he had ee sed 
to be such on conversion to Christianity. Alter referring to 
the Madia* eases altendy noticed bv us earlier, it was held : 

‘These eases shows that the consistent view taken in 
this eountiy from the nine AdmimsiruUn-General 
of Madras v, Anandnchaii was decided, that is, 
sime 188b, has been that on reconversion to Hin~ 
duism. a perton can once again become a member 
of the caste in which he was bom and to which 
he belonged hefoie conversion to another religion, 
if the members of the caste accept him ab a mem¬ 
ber. There is no reason either on piinciple or on 
authority which should compel us to disregard this 
view which has prevailed for almost a century and 
lay down a different rule on the subject. If a person 
who ha> embraced another religion can be recon¬ 
verted to Hinduism, there is no rational piinciple 
why he should not be able to conic buck to his 
caste, if the other members of the caste ate pre¬ 
pared to readmit him as a member. It stands to 
reason that he should he able l 0 conie back to the 
fold to which he once belonged provided of course 
the community is willing to take him within the 
iold.’’ 


. . , A Mahar oi a Koh or a Mala would not be 
recognised as anything but a Mahar or a Koli or a 
Mala after reconversion to Hinduism aud he wt uld 
suffer from the same social and economic disabili¬ 
ties ft om which he sufleied bet ore he was converted 
to another religion. It is. theicfore. obvious that the 
object and purpose of the Constitution (Scheduled 
Castes) Oidei. 1950 would be advanced rather than 
telarded by taking the view that on teconversion to 
Hinduism a person can otu.c again become a mem¬ 
ber of the Scheduled Caste to which he belonged 
prior to his conversion, We accordingly agtee with 
the view taken by the High t'ourt that on lecon- 
vetsiou to Hinduism, the 1st respondent could once 
again tevet t to his original Adi Dt.rvida caste it 
he was accepted as such by the other members of 
the caste.” 


1. II R 9 MADRAS 466. 

2. ILR 33 MADRAS 342, 

3. 67 MADRAS LAW JOURNAL 389. 

4. AIR 1937 MAD 172, 

5. ILR 1940 MAD 653. 

0. 1969 (I) SCR 254, 

7. 1969 (I) SCR 254. 


In Pciumal Nadar v Ponnuswamis, the question arose 
whether Annapazham. daughter of an Indian Christian and 
herself a Christian by birth, could he converted to Hinduism 
without the petfonnance of any expiatory ceremonies 7 The 


3. 1971 (I) SCR 49. 
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court held thal formal ceremony of purification or expiation 
was unnecessary. It was observed : 

~A person may be a Hindu by birth or bv conversion. 
A mere theoretical allegiance to the Hindu faith by 
a person born in another faith docs not convert him 
into a Hindu, nor is a bare declaration that he is a 
Hindu sufficient to convert him to Hinduism, tint a 
bona iii.fr n.ei, i-t : i oe .<:n rt.-d j ti ■> if.-ndi 
faith, accompanied by conduct unequivocally ex¬ 
pressing that intention may be uffieicn; ov dvao- 
of conversion No formal ceremony of purification 
or expiation is necessary to effectuate conversion.” 

AH the cases so far considered are from South India. 
To conclude the discussion, we may also refei to Vermani 
v. Vermani' 1 and Chatturbhuj Vithaldas Jasani vs. Moreshwar 
Parashram & Others. 1 " both of which are cases from else- 
where. 

In Vtrmani v. Vemiani", a Full Bench of the Lahore 
High Court following the decision of the Madras High Court 
in ILR !940 MADRAS 653 held that it was not necessary' 
for a Hindu convert to Christianity to undergo any expiatory 
ceremonies before he could revert to his original religion. 
His conduct and the circumstance that lie was received by 
his community, were sufficient to establish his reversion to 
Hinduism. 


In Cl'iatturbhuj's case, a question arose whether a mem¬ 
ber of the Mahnr caste which was one of the Scheduled 
Castes continued to be a member of the Mahar caste des¬ 
pite his comrrsjon to the tenets Mahanubhava Panth, a sect, 
the founder of which repudiated the caste system ■ind a 
multiplicity ot Gods. Bose, J. after noticing the complexities 
brought in the: train of conversion, observed : 


■"Looked at from the secular point of \vw. there are 
three factors which have to be considered: (1) the 
reactions o f the old body. (2) the intentions of the 
individual himself, and (3')ithe rules c f the new 
order. If the old order is tolerant of the new faith 
and sees no leuson to out caste or cx-communicute 
the convert and the individual himself desires and 
intends to ictaiii his old social and political ties, the 
conversion is only nominal for all practi al purposes 
and when we have to consider the lecai and ro'iti- 
ciil rights of the old body the views of the nev, 
faith hardly matter. The new body is free to ostra¬ 
cise and outcaste the convert from its fold if he docs 
not adhere to its tenets, but it can hardly claim the 
right to interfere in matters which concern the 
political rights of the old body when neither the 
old body nor the convert is seeking either local oi 
political favours from the new a*. * imposed to p: rely 
spiritual advantage. On the other hand, if the con¬ 
vert has shown by his conduct and dealings that his 
break from the old order is so complete and final 
that he no longer regards himself as a member of 
the old body and there is no reconversion and re¬ 
admittance to the old fold, it w'ould be wrong to 
hold that he can nevertheless claim temporal privi¬ 
leges and political advantages which are special to 
the old order.” 


' i A f ?-' nd , 1hat whatever the 'lews of the founder 
ol the Mahanubhsj* a sect have heer about caste it 

was evident that there had been -i 0 rigid adherance to them 
among his lolkweis n inter year. They had either changed 
tneir \»ev,s or thc\ had ^ot been able to keep a t:ght ernash 
control ovei convert who choose to retain their ,j[<j -.^te 

cusionts. On a consideration of the evidence it was found iHu 
; .ii convert Horn die Maher caste retained his caste even 
alter conversion 


dei ') 


P ; v- -‘H 
stabLsi- 

i CL Oil \ wl'JhiOii 


its p:-! ticuiarlj (hose from South inda 
1 ” no "articular ceremony is mes.-ribes 

emSr.w . ! " C ! l jdllis ' r * ° f a deism who had earlipi 

—IV v -*<>.,.c. religion, inless the prec’ice of the «-os*i 
OTdtaLi ■ n T' S ?!?!:" U e-daai.u-y rites need be performs! end 
11,5 - f| stc unless !he commumlv doe; 


9. AIR 1943 LAHORE 51,. - . 

10. J954 SCR 817. 
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not accept him. In fact, it may not be accurate *o say ihat 
he C.xi- r, , caste; it may he more accurate to say that he 
nevei°losi his caste in the first instance v hen ha embraced 
anct*’?" - cu-Uv, The practice of caste however irrational it 
mas anpeaf to out reason and however repugnant it may 
•jpnear'to our moral and social sense, is so deep rooted in 
ili lad .i;; j-ctoic ihui it:, riuiii ,cs no-. .>cc r i to disap, *--i 
on ,■ mvrrr.nn io :■> d’fFereni religion. If ;f di-appears, it d,s- 
appcuis o-^ ... .capper v.. re.- . •. in. The mark of caste 
Joes not seen t-i really disappear even after some vsnera- 
dtn- ■ .inversion. In Andhra Pradesh and in Tamil 

Nadu, tne.c arc several thousands ui Christian families whose 
forefathers became Christians and who, though they profess 
the Ctr.stidn rengton. nonetheless observe the practice of 
Caste. There arc" Christian Reddies. Chvsti.m Kammas. 
Christian Madars. Christian Adi Andhras. Christian Adi Dra- 
vid.-.s and so on. The practice of their caste is so rigorous that 
there are intermarriages with Hindus of the same caste but 
not with Christians of another caste. Now, if such a Chris- 
ian b .worries a Hindu, surely he will revert to his original 
caste, -f he had lost it at all. In fact this process goes on 
eonuiiiously in India and generation bv generation lost 
sheep appear to return to the caste-fold and arc once again 
assimilated in that fold. This appears to he pai'ictilarly so 
in the case of members of the Scheduled Castes, who em¬ 
brace other religions in their quest for liberation, but return 
to ineir old religion on finding that then disati” bus have 
dung to fficm with great tenacity. We do no think that any 
diffeiem principle' will apply to the case of conversion to 
Hmd-.'vn of a parson whose forefathers had abandoned 
Hinduism and embraced another religon from the principle 
applicable to the case of reconversion to Hinduism of a per¬ 
son v ho himself had abandoned Hinduism and embraced 
another ichgion Now, what are the facts of the present 
case ? The birth extract of the first respondent, Devarajan 
shows his parents Hindu Adi Dravidas. Through out his 
educational career, he was treated as a Hindu student belong¬ 
ing to ihe Scheduled Castes and was awarded scholarships 
on that basis. The school records relating to liL children also 
show them as Hindu Mi Dravidas. On one or asicn in the 
admission rcgL’er of a school, he was wrongly shown as 
vdi Dravida Christian, but it was corrected as Adi Dravida 
as fai back as in 1948. He never attended a church. On the 
other hand there is acceptable evidence to show that he 
was of*ering worship to Hindu deities *n Hindu temples and 
that hL marriage was performed according to Hindu custom 
and rttes. Onr attention was however, drawn to the finding of 
the Criminal (hat the sistets of the first respondent professed 
Christianity as revealed by their service .agisters. Our atten¬ 
tion was further invited to certain evidence indicating that 
!he parents of the first respondent had bei-vnc Christians and 
that the first respondent himself had reel) bupiC.-d when 
h-c was seven months old. Even assuming that ;i:e parents 
and sisters of ihe first respondent had be. ome C.hiisfans and 
than (he first respondent himself had been baptised when he 
v/?.s seven months old. we see no difficulty in holding on 
the evidence in the case that the first respondent Ind^lorig 
since reverted to Hinduism and to the Adi Dravida caste. 
There is not a scrap of acceptable evidence to show that 
he ever professed Christianity after h e came of age. On the 
other hand every bit of evidence in the case shows that 
from his childhood, he was always practising Hinduism and 
was treated by everyone concerned us an Adi Di da. There 
f ^ e ‘- t 1 -'-' oulstanding circumstance thal the vote's of the 
Rasipuram Parliamentary Constituency reserved for the Sche¬ 
duled Castes accepted his candidature for the reserved seat 
and elected him to 'he Lok Sabha twHe. We ha- e no d v-bi 
whatsoever that at all re’evant Crr.t-c. he was a 1-FT.Li vdi 
iLawda and professed no religion other than Hinduism. 
/ ” ‘ " as ~ tv.is riehlly decided by th - Elect on Tribx: .;t and 
in? np-e :1 accoid-r-v'y dismi'-sed with ■--is--; 

New llelhi. 

5th Dv-cc-mV.- ; At. 

.J. 

(S. Mhirfu&i Earn! Alii 
.J. 

(O. Cbinnappa Reddy) 

.J. 

<E. S. Vcnkataramiah 1 

[No. 82/TN-HP/l/80| 

M. L. WAHI, Under Secy. 

Election Commission of India 
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^r-r?T ffarfFT ’Ti'TTtt 
A# fspfa, 7 494ft, 1934 

3TF 3TO 8-—fATRA 3Tpfi*i SET ^TINTA fa 4TT $ fa far* AFfa % TcFE? 4 fa Mfafar IFTT fafa^A 

f fa mm ffafa AFfa ~t 2 it fafar Afa -w/tfa ffatA fat % far apt % Fpfa fa* 

n Tfaf^fa^-ffT^faTAfa T|tt faifaft fa farr fa tet AFfa % 5 fa tapit nat ?,, far fasffa AffaAfarA 

ar[ -Tfa-fEr, 19 s 1 A 4 r Afar tata 9 p ffarfaf G^r fa far a f } , -far ffafar mm cr faf 'fa fat wt % atf 

F4| fqf-J fa fa'5''T 9FA fa AAATA ATT £ | 

far, im\ iTvfaW fa fa AFT EfAAi ffar tfar A ^ far T4A siAAAAr %lAT A fa faf AtF'fi far f fa’ 
A fa TIT ATfatTTA far £ fa fafa^T ApftA TT Afa 3TTT fa 4^ 'nrfafa T? fa faf fa fa ffa'AF Alfa 

w > art a? fatah fa 9 m t % far apt 744 AAAAAr fa- fa fa aaijta afa at ?TrfaffaA 9-fa I 1 

A A 3)4 ATA fafafaiPT fa- SIFT 10T % apj^FA fa ffatAA 3fT%i faf AFAT % IfafAEA AT<faf % En r A 4 

it ffafafa fafa fa % <fa ff fa m rm fa ffam emi m fan qffa fa aiat fa Arfa m fafa fa 
fan TTJT 3TPJA fa Alfaw fa 3 fa fa TTATfafa fa fan fa?? fam FIAT £ > 

FF.fa 

•PET fan fafafa if9 ffa«K«l AAT ffafaF-TATA fa FA A° AAT ffaHH Afa far A'ffaf FT ffafaAT 49 

HOT APT A TAT "EF 11 ! 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


1. fapn fatfPT AAf fa fan ATJFA 2 0-APFTF AAT fafapr-faf 

fafamr, 1933 

2 . —-fat— —fat— 


2. fa faFTFpFi fafarfa, 
4fa FTAFPf fa«Pft 
qSAAATAF, fuTAPTl 
2- APfat ^TAffAATA 
FqiA ^jprrfa far 
■Atm fin APT* 2 fa hcfa 

ffaAT fa-Tf I 


faatr mfaF 
mfaSr aaan 1 

—far— 


[Flo 76/TAr-faoAo/84] 


New Delhi, the 7tlj January, 1934 

O.N. H.—Whereas the Election Commssion is satisfied 
that each of the eontesting candidates specified in column 
(4) of the Table below at the election to the Meghalaya 
Lcg'shilne Assembly as specified in column <2) and held 
from tile constituency specified in column id) against his 
name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses 
within the time and in the manner, as shown m column t 5 1 
of the sanl Table as lcquiied by the Representation i'l the 
People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder: 

And. whereas, the said candidates have cithe not fur¬ 


nished any reason or explanation for the said failure e\en 
after due notice or the Election Commission, after consi¬ 
dering the representations made by them, if any, is satisfied 
that they have no good reason or justification for the said 
failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section !()A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby deelaies the pel sons 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disquali¬ 
fied for being chosen as, and for being a member of cilhei 
House of the I'uihament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 yeais fiom 
the dale of this order. 


TABLE 


SI. Particula's ol elections 
N 1 


SI. No & Name of 
assembly c mstitueney 


1 


3 


1. Cletieral Election o the Meghalaya 1 egis- 
Jalive Assembly. 1983 


20-Mawkhar assembly 
constituency. 


2, 


-do 



Nam • o" the c ontesting Rsa>on for disquali- 

candidatc ficatbn 

4 5 

1 Sh i Hari Nurayan Accounts iut lodged 

Ch iwkhani, 

M/. Ana itram 
C’howkhani, Paltan 
Bazar Shillong. 

4. Shri Neville Rufus -do- 

Laltphlang. 

Jaiaw Lurnsyntic'-v. 

I.aitdom Shillong-2, 

East Khasi Hills 
District. 


[No. 7J5/MEO-LA/84] 
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sntirr 

iJTo jTo 9 —fqqfaq 314 Tu 41 4441T4 4T 441 r fr fan) 4f™fr % ^nFVT 4 4 fal4fet3 sfafa ffaifaR 

ttsr ^Tr 'ir«Tff favfa 4 rT 3 r i p?rt*f 2 it fqfan 444 7 t 3 7 fquT 4 -q-j-iT V fan ~m\, 344 t ^rnr^i 3444 3 Jr 

fqffefegp frrarrq^-in 4 *t> fqqfa4 4 344 fq. 344 ^rWr 4 -414 2 4 <*iki - 1^1 f', 441 % 3441 irfqfrfatq 

arfaffarq 1451 tat grin qn f.qqqrr tm dprlst^r j* arfa fgqfar sqfa qT qrrf 4 r 434 344 4 ufan: tr*rr 

fqfa it 4lfa3 433 4 WFH F3 f I 

tH f' r , 344 sT^fa-iqf it 34 5 t K TT 434T f^t r -f -)13 44 1W =4"^ r 4t T =fn 1 % fan 4 Ht 43? 4.K3 fT4T I 3th: 

3 gT 444 fqeqfe^fr kqr f 4F f34r33 44414 44 334' ffFT feTT j 1T t 31334! T 5 " qfq 4lf ?t 44 f33F qrfa % 4TC, 

qg 341344 gt 341 f fq. 344 4R 344 4WF % fW 4.fe 34444 qqnq 44 ^trqtfqHT 3gf I , 

<ir?r. 344 344 afftj fq q q 4?t 3T3 104. % 3t4/FF 4 faqfaq 41444 3*334 44*34 £ ft> fan* qfmfr sfr 4qrw 
1 if fafafeR sgffa 443 4" farfa 443 4" 44 334 lit f44T3 4'4t 44 f43T3 qfaqq k 44*4 44 344 44 314 T f ; T4 

m 31444 4Tf 4f^3 4 J 44 lit 4>T3T4fj % f3n f*F? f44T 4144 f I 

4F44 


44 4c fq3T33T 44 fe“4 T q 

P 44 qrr 4.040 44T 4T4 

fqq444 334 443 34tr<ff 4.4 




4T4 


1 2 

.1 

4 

5 

4 E> 444 feitT4 444 4 fan 414434 

6 1-444444- qxq-f 

44 44)44444 

ffartRT 544 V 

f44144 


•440 f434rrr 

44 4rtf *ft 



■fro TPjTifr, 

fa9T 4Tfa4T 



srfjfF fao 

TT4 4 433 31 



TT4'R4 3444 


4(i —— 

70-43r44 444 faqfa4-s?q 

3t 434 4W4 

fafe sm 4^4 



itto yr-fr TrfarRrff 

3qfWT 3t% i(r 



4To 343f4fa 

33 f TTfa'T 



T33. 3RT4 

434 4 344.3 1 


[4o 76/3W4-f4»ffo/83(45-46)J 

4444 fr, 

4to 44o *fa, 44^ 4f44 


QRDPR 

ON 9—Whrieus lhe election Commission is satin 
fied that each ol the contesting candidates specified in column 
(4-) of the Table helms at the election to the \ssiim Legis 
lathe Assembly as specified m column (2) and held fiom 
the constituency specified in column (1) against his name 
has failed lo lodge an account ol lus election expenses with¬ 
in the lime and in the manner .s shown in column (5) ol 
the said Table as required by the Repicscntation ol the 
People Act 1951 and lhe Rules made thorcundei 

And, whcieas, lhe said candidates have either not tin 
nished any icuson or explanation foi the *aid failure eicn 

nosot/st—2 


attec due notice 01 the Heclion Commission, alter 
considering the lepi esc mat 1011 s made by them, if any is satis- 
lied that the}' ha\e no good reason 01 justification for tho 
said fatlLitc 


Now Iherelotc. in puisnttnee of section 10A of the said 
\U |lie I Iccrton Commission hereby declaics the peisons 
specified jii column (4) of the Table below lo be disquali¬ 
fied toi being chosen as and foi being a member of either 
House of the Pmhamenl 01 of the Legislate Assembly or 
I egislative Council of a Stale for a period of 3 yeais from 
the date of this older 
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TABLE 


SI. Particulars of elections 

No. 

To _ (-) 

45. General election to Assam 
Assembly, 1933. 


SI.No. and Name ot 
Assembly Oonstituenc' 

_ ] ~< 3 >. 

Legislative 61. Chapaguri Assembly 
Constituency. 


46. 


-do- 


70. Mazbat 
Assembly 
Constituency. 


Mam- »ft icco'Uestng 
candidates 

(4) 

Shri Ghana Kanta Boro, 
' Vill : Siloan 
P O Baghmaia Ba/ai 
Distt . Kami up 
ASSAM. 

Shri Sailen Brahma, 

Vtil : Purant 
Goroimari 
P.O. Udalgun 
Dn rang ASSAM. 


Reason tor disquali¬ 
fication 

15) 

failed to lodge any 
account ot his election 
expenses 

Failed to lodge the 
account of his election 
expense, v.ithiu the 
time and in the manner 
lequired by law. 

[No. 76/AS-LA/83 (45-46)] 
By order, 

C. L. ROSE, Under Secy. 
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